ABSTRACT
Introduction
The evolution of human society in the last hundred years has been marked by significant political events that have "drawn" world geopolitics. Among these significant political events stand the two World Wars and the events that marked the years 1989-1991: the collapse of the Warsaw Pact, the collapse of the USSR, the unification of the two German states, and the first Gulf War. The last one held the military and political global leadership for the US.
In the same time, these events marked the evolution of NATO, the most powerful political and military organization in the world, and its transition from the Cold War to the post Cold War period. The evolution has been manifested by political decisions taken during the meetings of heads of state and government (Summits) of the Member States. All these meetings were more or less prominent. However, for this article it has been considered the specific Summits where were approved the strategic concepts of the Alliance, namely: Rome -1991, Washington -1999 Lisbon -2010 and the last one in Wales this year.
In demonstrating that the North Atlantic organization, in the post Cold War, has been adapted to the regional political and even to the global geopolitical realities, further on it will be discussed only the elements essential to prove the Alliance adaptation. NATO's evolution have been marked by a multitude of military events and operations in which the Alliance has been involved, but also by the development of specific threats to globalization Member States.
The peak of these events is the new state of affairs caused, on one hand, by Russia's involvement in the events in Ukraine, on the other hand, by Kremlin's arrogant attitude in response to Euro-Atlantic organizations (NATO and EU) and European countries and their reaction to its aggressive acts.
Rome Summit -The Period 1991 to 1999
"We, As we all know, although the plan and intention were perfect, its completion in the coming years was done with great difficulty.
Among the successful elements specific to the decisions taken in 1991, I would like to emphasize primarily the creation of the NATO Cooperation Council (NACC, later on EAPC), a discussion forum and consultations involving also the countries of Eastern Europe; the creation of the Partnership for Peace, a decisive step in the spirit of the open doors policy, prior to the enlargement of the Alliance in 1999 by the inclusion of three new members (Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland); and the creation of the NATO -Ukraine Commission in 1997 .
The main failure of changes in the geopolitical situation in Europe was by far the inability of the Euro-Atlantic climate to keep peace on the continent.
The war in the former R. [4] .
Washington Summit in April 1999 was held under the "pressing" of the following events: 50 th anniversary of the establishment of the organization; failure to resolve the conflict in the former R. F. Yugoslavia; acute pressure from Romania and the Baltic countries in particular to be integrated into the Alliance; strategic imperative to ensure a successful future of the Alliance, at the beginning of the third millennium, by adapting it to the new geopolitical context. This context meant exacerbating ethnic and religious conflicts occupying leading role within and in the proximity NATO area of interest, while terrorist activities start growing both in the European and the former USSR.
Among the key elements set at the summit in Washington it worth to highlight the following:
-continuation of acceptance new members in the Alliance; -development of European defense capabilities initiative through the European Security and Defence Identity (ESDI); -developing specific Alliance defense capabilities (among which the most relevant refer to mobility, sustainability, dynamic and effective commitment, force protection, firepower); -enhancing partnerships in various forms;
-developing measures to prohibit the proliferation and use of weapons of mass destruction: "The WMD Initiative will: ensure a more vigorous, structured debate at NATO leading to strengthened common understanding among Allies on WMD issues and how to respond to them" [5] ;
-developing NATO - [7] .
Once again, the Alliance's political and military strategies identified with relative precision the mode the Alliance had had to adapt, prepare and action to deal with XXI century's threats.
Everything went well until the terrorist attacks on 09/11 when mankind has witnessed the unbelievable terrorist episodes. These events led to several changes in the political and military strategy of the US and hence persuade transformations in the political -military decisions at NATO, EU and all the other global democracies. In this context, it can be assessed that the terrorist attacks against the US and the American response to it, respectively the US led military operations in Iraq and Afghanistan, have generated new NATO political decisions. The most important were related to:
-development of political cohesion of the Alliance, while taking specific politicomilitary decision (except on Iraq); -developing cooperation with Russia in the context of NATO's mission in Afghanistan and in the fight against terrorism;
-boosting the process of receiving new Member States (7 + 2 countries) [8] ;
-development of partnership and cooperation with the EU and the UN;
-initiating the development of new concepts, like collective security, cooperative and comprehensive security approach, stated later on at NATO meetings in Istanbul and Lisbon;
-cooperation with the democratic states that share the Euro-Atlantic value system (contact countries); -identification of new military capabilities, focused on Alliance's action at global level and force protection.
Russians military actions in Georgia has created tension on NATO -Russia relations, however, if compared to the current Russian -Ukrainian conflict, that moment we can be consider as insignificant.
Cyber attack against Estonian institutions has generated the need for NATO to develop a strategy, at the Alliance level, to allow it to properly answer the cybernetic threat.
The economic crisis that began in 2008 has directed NATO to adopt new policies in its transformation, such as Smart Defence.
Last but not least, the political developments in Iran and North Korea have prompted the Alliance to initiate the development of protective capabilities against ballistic missile attacks. Events and specific military actions first decade of XXI century have not caused fundamental changes in the political approach of the Alliance, but it intensified or "slowed down" some of the specific concerns.
Lisbon Summit -Period
The political level of the Alliance has decided to intensify the development of specific programs for new capabilities, to develop cooperation with the EU and Russia, has been established guidelines for reducing and transforming NATO force structure and NATO command structure, and has taken a decision regarding NATO's mission in Afghanistan.
Unlike the words previously used regarding "open doors policy", at the beginning of 2010 it was a lack of details in the NATO's statements touching Alliance enlargement. The reasons are obvious: after 2008 events in Georgia the issue became impossible to be addressed, and Ukraine's decision to "remove" NATO integration from the Ukrainian government wish-list made Ukraine to be left outside Alliance. In addition, at that time the Allied views on addressing possible candidates for integration of the Balkans, respectively Bosnia and Montenegro, were not aligned.
After 2010, the Alliance political efforts were directed toward managing the termination of NATO's mission in Afghanistan, the development of missile defense capabilities, the transformation and reduction of military command and force structure. In parallel, NATO faced a new challenge -to manage the involvement and participation of Alliance in Libya, being aware the operation was initiated by France through the creation of a coalition of interests. Political maturity that NATO gained post Cold War period, it said the word. Alliance involvement was managed in a high manner mainly through: political and military involvement of a significant number of Arab countries in the operation, acting under a UN mandate, and closing NATO's participation in Libya in relatively short time, without a major human and image damage.
At the Chicago summit in May 2012 was adopted the Package for Defense -NATO Forces 2020, which introduced the political vision of the Alliance for the year 2020 and launched the concepts that implements it, namely Smart Defence and Conected Forces Initiative. In the same time, it drew the guidelines for closing down the ISAF mission in Afghanistan and explained the concept of action and involvement of NATO in this country after 2014.
While the Alliance was ready to address these new themes and challenges, the Russian actions in Ukraine have generated a political crisis in this country. As is well known, Russia acted aggressively politically and militarily, shortly taking Crimea and supporting separatist activities in Eastern Ukraine.
Noteworthy is the aggressive Russian attitude and the use of economic and social instruments employed to destabilize Ukraine. Since the beginning of Ukrainian crisis, Russia did not fall to mention the nuclear capabilities they possess, as an instrument to discourage the use of countermeasures taken by the EU or NATO.
In this context, the Wales Summit in September 2014 was expected not only throughout the Euro-Atlantic community concerned about security, but also by ordinary citizens of many European countries in the region that feel the threat created by Moscow.
Barring any consideration about the just or unjust Russian actions or the reaction of the international community (UN, NATO, EU) in support of Ukraine, recent events have led to a gap in NATO -Russia relations, which in political language is expressed by the statement adopted summit in the UK by Articles 16, 17, 18 and 20:
- 
Conclusion
There is no answer about what will happen, the future can reach situations specific for the Cold War or it can switch back to cooperation, but it can be appreciated that in the future the EuroAtlantic community, particularly through NATO, will make sure that such actions will not take place, since it would seriously damage the essence of the organization that signed the Treaty provisions in 65 years ago.
The only major organizations that can compete with NATO on the criteria of dynamics, transformation and adaptation to the new globalized context and to the relevant global changes is the EU, on its areas of competence.
Although not all its political approaches have had expected or projected success, the Alliance in the post -Cold War have been demonstrated a real flexibility and the ability to adapt to new geopolitical context, has been secured Member States, has been retained regional relevance by accepting 12 new Members, and even global, has been transformed its command and control structure while conducting large-scale military operations in cooperation with countries from all continents, including Arab states . After this year events in Ukraine, NATO has been proven its capability to respond concise and clear to the actions directed from Kremlin and so the provisions of Article 5 of the Washington Treaty remain fundamental.
